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Introduction

In response to Order No. 2098,* the Public Representative hereby comments on
the June 19, 2014, Postal Service request to amend Priority Mail Contract 33.?
Commission Order No. 2098 established June 30, 2014, as the deadline for filing
comments in this docket.
Discussion

The Postal Service requests that amendments to the Priority Mail Contract 33 be
approved. The parties to the contract request approval to delete the existing Section
I.C. and replace it with a new Section I.C. that indicates the customer is to utilize either
PC Postage or eVS to manifest Contract Packages. Additionally, for Section 1.D., the

parties request to change the header title for Table D and update the prices that were

effective as of January 26, 2014. Id., Attachment A at 1. If the Commission approves
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% Notice of the United States Postal Service of Amendment to Priority Mail Contract 33, June 29,
2014. (Request)
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the changes, the Postal Service proposes to implement the amendments one business
day following the day that the Commission completes its review of the filing.

The Postal Service indicates that the amendments will not affect the cost
coverage of the Priority Mail Contract 33. The Postal Service asserts that the
supporting financial documentation and financial certification initially provided in Docket
No. CP2011-49, December 17, 2010, remains applicable.

Conclusion

The Public Representative agrees that the changes to Section I.C. and the
header title of Table D in Section I.D. appear minor and immaterial to the financial
performance of the contract. However, in supplying updated prices for Contract 33, it
would have been helpful if the Postal Service had provided an updated financial
certification, rather than relying on a certification that is approximately four years old.

The Public Representative respectfully submits the preceding Comments for the
Commission’s consideration.

Respectfully submitted,
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